The ongoing trend to openness, transparency, and accessibility affects each of us and our institutions, including this journal. This issue announces an important change to IRRODL's licensing requirements and a clarification of IRRODL policies.
We have changed our Creative Commons licensing to provide increased use and exposure of published articles. IRRODL's editorial board has decided to move from the Creative Commons When we first adopted Creative Commons licensing we felt that others should NOT be able to extend the works of our authors directly (even with attribution) by creating derivative products. For example, without the 'no derivatives' restriction, a third publisher could merge two articles, creating a third, or produce an aggregated compilation of IRRODL articles. We decided that this re-use of our materials really does not hurt us in any substantial way, and it could increase readership, while maintaining attribution. Thus, we felt we would like to try licensing without the 'no derivatives' restriction.
The second change was the removal of the Creative Commons licence restriction on commercial re-use. We have given permission to aggregators (e.g., EBSCO) to add IRRODL to the list of journal databases that they sell to libraries and thus were in some ways violating our own licence. In addition, we are aware that in many developing countries, sometimes small, commercial micro-publishers are the only way to get print materials to students and scholars. After considered debate, the editorial board concluded that removing both the no derivatives and the commercial prohibitions, while retaining the attribution requirement, serves to increase accessibility and openness and is consistent with IRRODL's mission. We will thus request that authors wishing to publish in IRRODL license their work to us under the Creative Commons Attribution licence.
We were also motivated to change our licensing so that we would be eligible for the Scholarly 
Publishing Previously Distributed Content
The editorial board also discussed the contentious issues that may arise when an author re-uses materials presented at a conference or distributed via a blog, wiki, or other net-based distribution service. We made a useful distinction between publication (distribution after review, editing, and quality control asserted through publication procedures) and distribution (sharing with no quality controls). In pre-Internet days, the only effective way to distribute was through publication, but those days are long past. We thus adopted the following new guidelines:
1. Every article must maintain a high quality of scholarship, not plagiarize the work of others, and make a contribution to the field of open and distance education scholarship. 2. Articles published or under review by other peer review commercial or scholarly publishers are not eligible for publication in IRRODL. 3. Articles distributed as conference proceedings or self-published in blogs or institutional repositories should normally be revised substantially before review and possible publication by IRRODL.
(The editor may ask to review in detail the publication/distribution history of any work to make this determination.) 4. Articles that appeared in conference proceedings or were self-published shall acknowledge this distribution history in a footnote. 5. Authors submitting articles that were previously distributed should detail the rationale for review and publication by IRRODL in a note to the editor.
We welcome reader and author responses to either of these two board decisions.
General Issue 11(1)
This issue gathers seven research articles, two articles from the field, one book review, and three Cider sessions on an eclectic set of themes from four continents. The works focus on many learning sectors and many disciplines but have in common their contribution to the development of our practice and research in open and distance education.
The first research article, Deimann and Bastiaens's "The Role of Volition in Distance Education: An Exploration of its Capacities," focuses on a topic that is critically important but often elusive to both teachers and students, that of volition. In the second article, "Learning in an Online Distance Education Course: Experiences of Three International Students," Zhang and Kenny provide a case study of the experiences of students enrolled in online courses offered by a foreign institution.The third article, "An Investigation of Distance Education in North American Research Literature using Co-Word Analysis," by Ritzhaupt, Stewart, Smith, and Barron provides a novel ii iii way to examine the distance education research literature quantitatively, using co-word analysis of the productions of two major distance education journals. The next article by Barnard-Brak, Paton, and Lan, "Profiles in Self-Regulated Learning in the Online Learning Environment," pushes our understandings of the profiles students exhibit in distance education contexts and helps educators support the development of self-regulation by their students. 
